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is evolved of the Governor-General being required by Chapter
ministers to disregard on his personal responsibility
their own advice on an issue of government. The point
is chiefly of value as a reminder of the fact that even
the Crown in the United Kingdom is not merely an
instrument in ministerial hands.
It remains, therefore, even under the latest model,
to determine by usage and legal decision what preroga-
tives can be exercised by the Governor-General or
Governor when they are not specially delegated. The
rule that a Governorl is not a Viceroy is established
law, for the case of Musgrave v. Pulido* though decided
as regards a Crown Colony, is of general application,
and its validity is not open to question. What may be
debated is the extent to which by constitutional usage
and the resolutions of the Imperial Conference, coupled
with the Statute of Westminister, the delegation may
be assumed to have developed. Thus at one time it was
assumed to be certain that the Governor without special
delegation had no power to grant a charter of incorpora-
tion, but the Privy Council most unexpectedly ruled
that even the Lieutenant-Governors of Canada had a
delegation tacitly of this authority.8 There is no evi-
dence that the coinage prerogative passes to a Governor
and the issue in view of legislation is never likely to
arise. The Governor has no right to award honours,
and when he holds investitures it is by special authority
from the King. Ear more important is his inability to
declare war, make peace, or declare neutrality, or con-
clude treaties or ratify them in cases where, as is
1	The term is conveniently used to cover Governor-General.
2	(1879), 5 App. Gas. 102.
3	Bonanza Creek Gold Mining Co. v. The King, [1916] 1 A.C. 566. At
pp. 586, 587 the doctrine of Musgrave v, Pulido is evidently reaffirmed.

